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DETAILED ACTION 

This is a first office action in response to application no. 10/644,818 filed on August 21 , 
2003 in which claims 1-27 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claims 1-9 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Needham (US Patent no. 6,803,945). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Needham discloses a system for operating a digital video security 
system comprising a video module for rendering video images captured by a video 
camera (See Needham col. 3, lines 1-3 and col. 2, lines 60-67), and an event 
scheduling module for generating signals in response to at least one predefined event 
(See col. 3, lines 4-9 and lines 54-56, and col. 4, lines 23-26), wherein the video module 
renders the video images in response to a signal generated by the event scheduled 
module (See col. 3, lines 28-30 and lines 36-39). 

As per claims 2-6, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Needham further discloses a system wherein the 
predefined event includes a triggering event which includes motion detection with the 
means to record video images (See Needham col. 3, lines 44-59), and wherein the 
video file comprises a time-indexed representation of the video images (See col. 3, 
lines 53-59). 

As per claim 7, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 1 . In addition, Needham further provide database means (See 
storage 35 of fig. 4 as well as PC 1 2 of fig. 1 ). 

As per claims 8-9, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 7. In addition, Needham transmits the video to the remote 
computer/server 13 as noted in fig. 1, item 13. 
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As per claims 17 and 18, Needham discloses a method of detecting motion using a 
digital camera (See Needham Abstract) comprising the steps of receiving a first frame 
comprising an array of pixels from a video camera, receiving a second frame comprising 
an array of pixels from the video camera (See Needham col. 3, lines 16-20), comparing 
the color values in each pixel on the second frame against the color values in the 
corresponding pixel in the first frame (See Needham col. 3, lines 45-47 and col. 5, lines 
27-43), and if the difference between the first and second frames for all color values 
associated with a pixel are greater than a first tolerance value (See Needham col. 3, 
lines 47-50), registering a change associated with that pixel, and comparing the total 
number of pixels in the second frame for which a change is registered against a second 
tolerance value (See Needham col. 4, lines 7-10), and if the total number exceeds the 
second tolerance value, registering a motion detection (See Needham col. 3, lines 45- 
52 and col. 5, lines 27-45). 

3. Claims 12, 15, 19-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Naidoo et al. (US Patent no. 6,658,091 ). 

Regarding claim 12, Naidoo discloses a system for managing a digital video file 
associated with a security system, the digital video file comprising time-indexed footage 
recorded by a video camera (See Naidoo figs. 3-4 and col. 13, lines 46-50), comprising 
a database comprising at least one external time index associated with a predefined 
event (See Naidoo database 436 of fig. 4, col. 3, lines 43-65, col. 12, lines 43-63 and 
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col. 13, lines 41-50, and col. 16, lines 28-30), means for presenting a list of the 
predefined events to a user (See Naidoo col. 14, lines 25-33), means for replaying a 
portion of the video file, the portion of the video file comprising time-indexed footage 
corresponding to the external time index associated with the predefined event selected 
by the user from the list of predefined events (See Naidoo col. 18, lines 9-1 1 , col. 9, 
lines 10-14, and col. 13, lines 59-65, and col. 20, lines 10-32). 

As per claim 15, most of the limitations of this claim have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 12. In addition, Naidoo further discloses extracting a still image from 
the footage (See col. 3, lines 16-19). 

As per claims 19-21 , Naidoo discloses a security system comprising a digital video 
camera (See fig. 1 , item 1 12), a host computer operably connected to the camera to 
receive video images from the camera (See fig. 1 , item 1 1 5), and at least one remote 
computer in communication with the host computer over a network (See fig. 1 , items 
150 and 133, and col. 6, lines 16-38), wherein the host computer streams video images 
to the remote computer in Microsoft Windows Media format (See col. 15, lines 46-57). 

As per claims 22-26, Naidoo further discloses a security system wherein the host 
computer receives video images from the camera in response to a predefined event 
which is associated with an event time index (See Naidoo col. 8, lines 50-67), and 
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wherein the video are delivered in near real time to the remote computer or at a time 
later than the time at which the video images are received (See col. 16, lines 13-33). 

As per claim 27, Naidoo discloses the same method for maintaining surveillance of a 
surveillance area (See fig. 1, item 112), comprising the steps of providing a host 
computer with a security system comprising a video module for rendering video images 
captured by a video camera (See fig. 1 , item 115), an event scheduling module for 
generating signals in response to at least one predefined event, wherein the video 
module renders the video images in response to a signal generated by the event 
scheduling module, and a remote connection module for communicating with another 
computer over a network (See Naidoo col. 8, lines 50-67 and col. 14, lines 25-33), 
providing a remote computer connected to the host computer over a network, the 
remote computer being provided with a security system comprising a video module for 
rendering video images captured by a video camera and retrieving images captured by 
a video camera, an event scheduling module for generating signals in response to at 
least one predefined event (See fig. 1, items 150 and 133, and col. 6, lines 16-38), and 
a remote connection module for communicating with the host computer over the 
network, wherein signals generated by the event scheduling module on the remote 
computer are receivable by the host computer such that the video module on the host 
computer renders the video images (See col. 16, lines 13-33). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 10, 13, 14 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Needham (US Patent no. 6,803,945) in view of Naidoo et al. (US 
Patent no. 6,658,091). 

Regarding claims 10-11,13, 14 and 16, most of the limitations of these claims have 
been noted in the above rejection of claim 9. 

It is noted that although Needham provides an event scheduler generating 
signals in response to at least a predefined event (See Needham col. 3, lines 2-13), it is 
silent about a remote operable to control the security system in a communication 
module for communicating with another computer. 

However, Naidoo discloses a communication module for communicating with 
another computer, wherein the remote computer is operable to control the security 
system (See Naidoo col. 3, lines 50-67 and col. 4, lines 1-13). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Needhma's event scheduler of 
the video security system by incorporating Naidoo's communication module for 
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communicating with another computer, wherein the remote computer is operable to 
control the security system. The motivation for performing such a modification in 
Needham is to allow the user of the system to be proactive in monitoring an object or 
premises by allowing remote viewing as well as communicating with individual premises 
as taught by Naidoo (See Naidoo col. 4, lines 14-22). 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Nayar et al. (US Patent no. 6215519) teaches combined wide angle and narrow angle 

imaging system and method for surveillance and monitoring. 

Marchese (US Patent no. 6891566) teaches digital video system using networked 

cameras. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dastouri Mehrdad can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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